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pressed. The right attitudes of the executive, the legislative and the private 
citizen to the general good or welfare are indicated, and many of the 
political problems confronting the American cities at the present time are 
discussed. Everything that comes from Professor Jenks's pen is readable 
and sensible, but we could wish for our own peace of mind that the solu- 
tions offered for our social and political ailments were not so obvious and 
simple. A good deal of the complexity of human nature and human in- 
stitutions seems disregarded when there is administered to the body politic 
such allopathic cures. 



Twentieth-Centuht Socialism. By Edmund Kelly. New York: 
Longmans, Green & Co., 1910. 

In these days of kaleidoscopic change and social unrest, it seems as if 
nine out of every ten books the " general reader " dipped into deal with 
some phase of the institution of property. Essay, fiction and drama find 
in it subject-matter for various literary styles and poetry has coquetted 
with it — thus far not seriously. But apart from these four categories of 
formal literature, and also distinguished from what may be called the 
" contributions to science," there is a mass of writing — printed matter is 
not too harsh a term — put forth yearly in increasing volume of a polemic 
and controversial nature, and which defends or attacks property and the 
existing social order. Mutually exclusive categories are always specious 
arguments, as few human beings are simple enough to be defined in a single 
term. Few men are wholly conservative, probably fewer wholly radical. 
Even Republicans have borrowed Democratic planks and Democrats have 
endorsed Rooseveltian policies. These distinctions are child's play, how- 
ever, compared to the task of determining what constitutes a Socialist and 
what an Individualist. There seems great difference of opinion in all 
lands and among aU people about the moral right and the political and 
social expediency of maintaining our present property system. The con- 
sensus of opinion seems in favor of calling the people who see a change in 
our system of holding and administering property, desirable or undesirable 
Socialists; and the people who consider such a change undesirable and pre- 
ventable by a series of names ranging from Individualist, Capitalist and 
Reactionary to epithets too dire to sully these fair pages. The general 
reader who is apt to become a little flurried in the interchange of amenities 
between Socialist and non-Socialist is recommended to turn to " Twentieth- 
Century Socialism," by the late Mr. Edmund Kelly, if he would discover 
" what it is not, what it is, and how it is to come." Mr. Kelly, as is pointed 
out in the two introductions, was not always a Socialist. Professor Gidding 
describes him as a man " intensely democratic in his relation to men — ^in 
breeding, in culture, in delicacy of feeling, an aristocrat of the purest type." 
Mr. Ruf us Weeks adds that in nearly the whole of his life he was a " non- 
Socialist solidarist." He was, moreover, a lawyer by trade and trained 
to think clearly and make distinctions. He became a Socialist in the later 
years of his life from the profound conviction that the existing capitalistic 
order was responsible for the inequalities and attendant evils of modern 
life and from an equally profound conviction that human agency could 
do away with them. The argument for this position is put forward with 
great lucidity and point. Beginning negatively, the author pointed out that 
Socialism is not communism nor Anarchism. It does not suppress eompeti- 
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tion, destroy the home, abolish property, nor impair liberty. It is not the 
bogey of popular superstition, but something altogether innocuous. Social- 
ism (not yet defined) is contrasted in Book JI with Capitalism, which is 
stupid, wasteful and disorderly and Viljich subjects men to the tyranny of 
the market, the trust and the imion. And then on page 202 we learn that 
" Socialism is too vast a subject to be brought within the four corners of 
any one definition. . . . Socialism is not a simple thing; it is a highly com- 
plex thing; and it is only when we have grasped all that Socialism will 
effect — when we have studied its economic results, its political results — 
that we can appreciate this new ' Gospel of the Poor.' " The poor general 
reader, with some groaning in spirit, pushes on through the following two 
hundred pages of economic, political, scientific and ethical discussion buoyed 
up by the promise that whatever Socialism turns out to be, " it unites the 
divergencies between economics and polities and solves the conflict between 
science and religion." That it finally turns out to be the substitution of 
co-operation for competition, with the good elements of the competitive 
system retained, is the private opinion of the revicAver, and this position 
seems capable of definitive form. That our present very complex civiliza- 
tion will ever develop into any system as simple as the picture presented 
in this book is a highly debatable proposition. So is the author's cata- 
loguing of all people in mutually exclusive groups of bourgeois, revolution- 
ists and evolutionists and many other equally obvious but questionable 
categories. 

An annoying feature of the book is the constant reference to arguments, 
propositions and conclusions to be disclosed to the reader subsequently, 
giving the uncanny impression that it was written from finish to start 
and from the bottom of the page up in the fashion of a Chinese laundry 
bill. The book is, at best, one of personal opinions and interpretations. 
But as they are the opinions and interpretations of an interested and 
thoughtful man, it is worth reading, though a challenge lies in every page. 
The future alone can reveal whether it is or whether it is not Twentieth- 
century Socialism. 



